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Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Washington, D.C. 20554

In the Matter of §
§

Use ofN11 Codes and Other §
Abbreviated Dialing Arrangements §

§
Request of the Department of Justice §
that 311 Be Reserved for Community §
Use for Non-Emergency Police §
Telephone Calls §

To: The Commission

COMMENTS OF THE TEXAS ADVISORY COMMISSION ON
STATE EMERGENCY COMMUNICATIONS

NOW COMES THE TEXAS ADVISORY COMMISSION ON STATE

EMERGENCY COMMUNICATIONS (TX-ACSEC), by and through the Office of the

Attorney General of Texas, and submits these COMMENTS to the Commission's public

notice (DA 96-1500) requesting comments on reserving 311 for non-emergency police

telephone calls and/or non-emergency general government information purposes.

I.

INTRODUCTION AND SUMMARY

TX-ACSEC continues to oppose the assignment of unassigned N-1-1 dialing codes. l

That opposition includes assignment of 311 either for (1) non-emergency police telephone

calls (e.g., the Baltimore pilot program) or (2) non-emergency general government

1 &, TX-ACSEC Comments filed August 18, 1994 in lAD No. 94-101.
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information purposes (e.g., the Dallas proposal).2 TX-ACSEC will not burden the record in

this proceeding by repeating its general comments in opposition to the assignment of the

unassigned N-l-l dialing codes, but will limit these comments to the two requests involving

the national assignment of 311. The Commission should not assign 311 either for non:'

emergency police telephone calls or non-emergency general government information

purposes, for the following reasons:

• Any doubt about potential adverse consequences for 9-1-1 emergency service should be

resolved in favor of protecting the public.

• Public education and/or the use of 7-digit or 800-prefix telephone numbers for non-

emergency calls may ultimately be better ways to keep 9-1-1 lines clear for true

emergencies.

II.

THE COMMISSION SHOULD THOROUGHLY AND CAREFULLY CONSIDER
ALL THE POTENTIAL ADVERSE CONSEQUENCES, PROBLEMS, AND

COSTS TO THE PUBLIC FROM THE USE OF 311.

A national assignment of 311 either for non-emergency police telephone calls or non-

emergency general government information purposes may potentially jeopardize 9-1-1

emergency service in Texas. TX-ACSEC is particularly concerned about how

telecommunications carriers in Texas would be required to handle non-emergency calls that

2 The two-year Baltimore pilot program has just begun. Initially, all calls in Baltimore will
be routed to a single location and it is proposed that eventually routing will be used within
that city. The Dallas proposal is still on hold because the Texas Public Utility Commission
(TX-PUC), based in part on the urging of TX-ACSEC and other 9-1-1 entities in Texas,
declined to further assign unassigned N-l-1 dialing codes at this time. ~,Appendix: TX­
PUC adoption of23.98, 21 Tex. Reg. 8501 (September 3, 1996).
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tum into emergency calls or mis-dialed 9-1-1 emergency calls.3 These issues are of special

concern in areas where the local governmental entities in close proximity to each other have

opposite views about using 311. For example, the Tarrant County Emergency

Communications District, whose citizens share the same metropolitan area with Dallas, is on

record in proceedings before the TX-PUC as opposing Dallas' non-emergency proposal.

Areas within individual cities or counties in Texas (e.g., Dallas and Fort Worth) may be

served from the same wire center or central office switch. If citizens in Fort Worth, for

instance, are served out of the same wire center or switch as Dallas, those citizens'

intentional or unintentional 311 calls could go to Dallas. If the call goes to Dallas and it is a

non-emergency call that turns into an emergency call or is a mis-dialed 9-1-1 emergency

call, the telecommunications carriers need to configure their networks to ensure that the

caller can be transferred by Dallas to the appropriate Public Safety Answering Point (PSAP)

in Fort Worth for the appropriate dispatch of emergency services.

Neighboring areas in Texas having opposite views on using 311 is not unique to the

Dallas-Fort Worth Metroplex. The problem is of special concern because new local

telecommunications carriers may serve large geographic areas with a single switch.

Neighboring area problems could potentially be avoided if more than "basic" 311 is used

(e.g., have selective routing within the wire center or switch area to ensure that calls in non-

participating areas do not go through to the neighboring area using 311). Selective routing,

3 In at least one case, the Louisiana PUC has required that all pre-recorded messages ofN-l­
1 subscribers contain the following: "You have reached . This is not an
emergency number. If you need emergency assistance, please hang up and dial 911." ~,
South Central Bell Te.lephone Company, ex parte, Docket No. U-20222, Order No. U-2­
20222-1, Louisiana Public Service Commission, 1995 WL 41791 (January 4, 1995).
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however, makes 311 much more expensive for telecommunications carriers. Methods of

selective routing could vary greatly and may require the use of database routing solutions

that could be undermined in the future if ~eo~raphic permanent number portability is

implemented. If the Commission permits the use of 311, some areas may decline to use it

either because of the potential adverse consequences for 9-1-1 emergency service to citizens

in the area or because of the costs. Citizens in areas that decline to participate in the use of

311 must be fully protected from neighboring areas that may use 311. Furthermore,

telecommunications carriers must not be permitted to charge areas for declining to use 311

(Le., telecommunications carriers must absorb the costs of selective routing or other network

modifications necessary to protect citizens in non-participating areas).

The Commission, if it assigns 311 for use on a national basis, may be embarking on a

major, expensive and potentially ill-advised undertaking to alleviate problems in a few

specific areas of the United States. The two-year Baltimore pilot program has just begun.

Public education and/or the use of 7-digit or 800-prefix telephone numbers for non-

emergency police telephone calls may ultimately prove to be better and more cost effective

ways to keep 9-1-1 lines clear for true emergencies.4 These solutions, moreover, would

avoid the potential 9-1-1 problems that may result from using 311.

4 In Texas, for example, 1-800-POISONI is used in non-emergency situations to access the
six regional poison control centers comprising the Texas Poison Control Network and 9-1-1
is used to access that network as a secondary PSAP in true emergency situations. Similar
identifying 800-prefix telephone numbers could be used either for non-emergency police
telephone calls (e.g., 1-800-379-COPS) or non-emergency general government information
purposes (e.g., 1-800-TXSTATE).
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III.

CONCLUSION

For the reasons expressed above, TX-ACSEC urges the Commission to proceed

cautiously and prudently and not assign 311 on a national basis either for non-emergency

police telephone calls or non-emergency general government information purposes.

Respectfully submitted,

DAN MORALES
Attorney General of Texas

JORGE VEGA
First Assistant Attorney General

THOMAS P. PERKINS JR.
Chief, Consumer Protection Division

RUPACO T. GONZALEZ JR.
Chief, Public Agency Representation Section
Assistant Attorney General
State Bar No. 08131690

CHARDA. SCA
Assistant Attorney General
State Bar No. 14741550
Public Agency Representation Section
P.O. Box 12548, Capitol Station
Austin, Texas 78711-2548
Voice: (512) 475-4169
Fax: (512) 322-9114

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing has been served upon all
required parties, by prepaid United States mail, overni ail, or via fax, on this 9th day 0il-_---

October, 1996. 4.
ICHARD A. MUSCAT

g:\sharedfi\par\phone\94-1 02\filings\921 05rcn.311
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t" " oI,*CoInmJ.'lfan,

"-COIIInillian ClI T_
...,...: ___..12,1.
........ pMoIIIclII dille: NIl 12.1_, . .

..... lnblNllon....... 0lIl: (511) 458-0100

• • •
~hone' ..

t6TACm98
11,If... PubHc ...,..~ of TUM .... n_I23._.
ooncemlng Abtlrevhded DIllIng CacM, with cMnges to " •

propoIId tut • pubIiIhId in the MInlh 5, 1. IIIue of
.,. r.., R'" (21 TuReg 1732). The rule dIflMI the
••llFed ... of N11 dlIIng codeI wlhln .,.S.of T....

Th. prinwy public benefiI anticipated • a .-ult of enforcing
the MOtion· wit be uniform 8CCM8 to ....~ ..me.
aIoldld by 911 and end UMr ...wcIrtaDy ·MIiItMce
through .. 411 code. The public .. aM benIIIt Ivaugh
certified t8Ieoommunicalionl utilitiee' (C'lVa) ~ of '11 for
repU wYice and 811 tor bull.,... oIioe ocm.at. • weB
• ".~ of unllligned N11 codeI tor IntemII -.tng and
~ funclionl.

The rule II 'adoptid pursuant to the ..toIowinG pocedurM.
The propoMd rule .. pubIiIhId In ... re.w ReQieMr on
Marcb 5. 1. (21 TuReg 1732). FoIIcMIng~ of
". propoMd rule, the Com.m.lon conducted a public hMring
on April 25, 1998 to diIc:ua __ involving ". propoHd
amendm.... Th. public helring wu .....lded by Judith
sa- and Ronald StuM representing ". City of Dalla. Frank
FIIhIr, Phlp ClmJlbel reprelenting UdIdn.Q)nroe Tliephone
ExdIangI, Aictwd MUIClIt reprel8rlllng ACSEC, Joe Colgrove
representing swa, and MichUI AntIah and T. Ray Taylor
,...••ntrng City of HcMton. The oral 00IIHI*1II mIlde
_ IIIrgIIy retIecti¥e of ". wriIIIn commenta
MImiIId by"- City of 0.-, FIMk FiIMr, ACSEC and swa.
The wriIen commenta .. aumnwiUd below.

CommentIlUbmttted In reaponse to the.tMrch 5, 1. Texas
RegitJIw putlIaIlon w.... received from Southweatem Bell
Tilephone Company (SWB), AT&T Communicatione (AT&T).
the Town of Highland Park (Higlland Park). Tarrant County
911 DiItrict (Tarrant County), City of Dunc:anvt.. (OuncInvh),
T...T~ Aaocidon (TTA). CIty of ~. (DaIM),
MM«y Commilllon on S1atI Ernergerq ConInKricIItonI
(ACSEC). City of Unittnit)' Park (Unitt...., Pn). FrnFilher
and Or.... HarriI County 9-1-1 (Harril County). Th. Glneral
Servicel Commiuion fled a letter stating t1It it would not file
commenta. Reply commenta were fled by ACSEC, ". OIra
of Public Utiiity Countel (OPC) and 0.....

tWrlI and Tarrant CountiM .xprMMd concem that~ of N11
cIIIIng codea tor any purpoM 011« than .,.111 tmerveneY
number, lie 411 clrecay ueiltMOI number. and '11 for
tiling pwpoeM would IeIld to confuIion.among..cIIunry.
.....County wT.,.,-.tCounty.-..d that..~ of a ......­
• number' tor non-emervencY requ.... ~ govenuMntaI
...... GOUld jeoperdIz. ". etrdven_ of 911 .-vice.
ThtM ..... beIIft hit contuIIon. mIiIdIIII Md dIIayed
ItnIl'll'lC7 ..a.tance tD indvldutII~ 911 wII I'IIUIt if
adIIIlonaI N11 dIIInG codea .. .-ign«I. HarrII and T...-m
CountieI oontend that I,. Purpoee of~ numbera
could be ac:tHved equaIy wei "rough lOIfte •• numbering
paIlem Iuc:h • gimmick teIephon. numbera and arguehit"fa
~woutdavert any potential for public contuIlon. Tarrant
County II parlQal8t1y concemed with o.IIa' PfOPOIII because
lis ciIzenI .... ". Melroplex ~edla marbt with DIIIII.
ACSEC oppoeed any Mligriment of the unaulgned N11 dldng
ClOdM. ACSEC commented hit any _'gnnent of N11
diIIInO codeI nut not jeoperdlze 911 emr Ierwice in
the State of T.... In iIa reply cammenta. EC lUPPO'1ed
lie comments of Han1I and Tarrant Countiel and Itated that
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any CIo\Ibt about potenliaI ..... OOMequence. for N1t
IIMIgInCy wvioe Ihould be reIOIved In favor of proteding
tlWlrMgrtty of 911 em~ .... 8nd not .-Jgnlng tI.
unMaigned N11 dialing cod...

FIWtk FlIh. a1ated that the ruI. iI an appropriatlt relbiclon on
INIt uchenge oompMy (Lee) we of N11 c&aIlng coda Mr.
f'IIt-. 8110 urgedthe commileion not to terminate ita examlna·
tion of the public policy ileuM concemino telecommunication
...to information ..me. and the poIIibIe role of N11
diIIIng codH in fulfilling this purpoae.

AdcheIing whether governmental and non·em.-gency munici·
_~...,appopiDt weofNt1d111ng ClOCMI. swe
............." ... teMcea .-.m CCbietent with _ic In·
••dbntNlllalion8ln auigrilng N11 cadeI. tIChI'IIc* andooat
recovery detah would need to be worked out by aU involved.,.,....
TTA. and OPe OPPOSl aMignment of N11 dialing cod.. on a
temporary bais lfating that interim u.. of an N11 GOde wi!
""* likely cauH customlr contuIion. Th..e part. atated
ftat custOmer contuIion may be extensivl if a code iI Mligned
_,4fte purpoae and thin abendoned becauIe of FCC 1IC:tioM.

Wtlh Univ~ Park. Highland Park, Dunc:anvih and DIIM
~ "at Nt1' didng cadet .. WIIultlll reIOUI'OII
fMd lhould be gultcMdand UIigned with Cllrl, ... I*Iea
oppoae adoption of the rull becaUH thl rul1 do. not ..ign
81\.. N11 number tor non-emergency municipal purpoHl ..
rtqueated by the City of Dallas petition. Univeraity Park.
HighIancI P8Ik, OuncanviUe and 0aJIas believe that uaignment
ofan N11 number to acceu non-emergency municipellervicel
.......~ bec8u.. thr..~~provide alimpll•.-y
to nNnember nu~ for acc8IIing publlclervicel.. Ddu
IIiMId that It .. aware that action had not been flnaIized
In til N11-related cIod<etlI and rulemakinga pending at the
FCC and that It wu willing to ..ume the reaponllbilily and
ramlicationa that might toIIow any FCC action on 1triI iIIue
if' the commluion gran1B the city the ... of an N11 dialing
code for non-emergency municipal 1MtIOIt8. ~ In its reply
OOMmentl. 0.- stated It planned to undMtIIkt extlnlive
eduaItion programs to prwent any oonfuIton that may reIUIt if
Iii atligned an N11 code to provide norHmergency municipeI.......
Ie·'" ·~""oIuto.notbelliv. fa8t it iI~_toIIIiign

',' '. liNn. ' ...... Th.commlMion·..,.......
. "-·C0CM*d8Ttl\eHMilf'.AIt'-'':';'~T 'f'A..-.....

,. . . . . --"y••. MM\-",,~..-.rCOIftQUIkIafon dInictI Mel iI not,oaamced......
.....~ ... .....-elgned N11 dleJing code6.-nOt~
lmIiiIct 911~ I..w.. 1he,oommialion 11Io beIeVet
...'.... areun~ iliuM .. to the techi'licll and 800·
rICIIInic fM8IbIIty Qf imPlementing plane IUCh _.hat propoMd
ill"'-City Of DdIa pjItion. Furthermore. the cOmrnMion abo
IN)NeI.that pelldilQ J:cC proceedingI could have • IignIlcant
IInPaGt on abbrevlalad dialing iIIueI and it aenaitive to .,. in·
poMnce of _igning N11 dialing c:odeI in • manner CORIiNnt
...... tedet'aI guicIeIina. AccoIdiIIgIy.... commillloft h...•
..... to _ian N1t dialing codea for public uHI prior to com·
pIaIon of the ...... rulemaklng and rMOIulIon of the pending
FCC doc:lkew which ad«.. Nt1 dialing code -.u..

21 TexReg 8502 September 3, 1996 Tem, Register



:if":' swe commented that while It no tongIt UW '611
.111 for repair or businM8 off"- PurpoMl. N' lIM Of
S.Ii::'S11 provides convenient'dllllng .aoctI8.'.' for RIMY.. '. .... .., • 8WB stated that this COI'IVtftitftOl outw... :any
CillnpetillVe impact, especi.ny in today'l~when.....
........ 0lIl1 use such cod.. and oft_ limit.- Arvic*. Th.
~ recoglizes that the regulatory ,"vi~ept i'"l,le

..t.• F:V"'munications field h. Chell~.~'j""'''',_. of the Federal TelecommunlcaiOHi''Ni.~.
lie PutlIic Utility Regulatory Act of 1915. Th... .,. ....
..... to enter the mnet and utiliz. their own ~.in
.,. povieion of their aervic81 makea it poaible lot • new
enIItW1t to utilize N11 codes for repeir ~ bu.,...otfice
..... In order to achi.... conliltency.~·th. NANP and
let roc.J exchange competftors, • w" ulncumbent .1oCiaI
.....ange compani.., utilize the N11 c:odn on an.equaI ba*,
1M commission amends subsection (a) of e" proposed rut, to
allow CTUs to use 611 for repair service and ~11 for business
oIfice contact. The commission deletes peragraph (b)(4) and
(b)(6) as published in the Texas Register.

TTA aought ctarification of the PUC definition of '81ecommuni­
CIdtoM provide...• as that term is uHd in f23.98(c) of the QAle
and suggested l1at certifICate of authority (COA) anc;I.. nMce
p\wtcIer certificate of authority (SPCOA)~ .......
Induded in this definition. COA and SPCOA certificatll hoIderI
.... cettficated telecommunications utlliti. within th. Stale of
T.... Th. term 'e1ecommunlcations providers. as defined In
Section 3.002 of PURA 95 includes within its meaning certifi·
caMd telecommuniadions utillti.. For clarification purpol8l,

•
the rule has been amended to apply to "CTUs· rather than
telecommunications providers.

Addressing the designated use of abbreviated dialing'codeI,
T-.nt County urged the commilliGn tD amend th. rute to
prohibit the assignment of N11 numbefs for any purpose other
... their internal use by teI.phone companies for the purpose
of _ling 911. The commission beIiev. that the pr..ent
UN of $" for emergency services ac:ceH,411 for directory
Mlietance, 61' for repair service and 811 for busin... office
contact is reasonable and in the public inlt\est. No change has
been made based on this comment. '. •

TTA and ACSEC sought c::Iariication regarding the intent of
~ (e) of the propoeed ruI.. TTA ClOft\qi.-.
_lUbaection (e) of the ~te was vague ~,,,
how • telecommunicltiona provider~ . .' .. , .. , ..• '.' ..
•.N11 cod•. TTA leeks to modify~. (0) .·IA·
1hIt • procMdIng will be conducted by lie puc. tD full.
ftlClUIrementa of 1hII MCtion and determine the public inter. in .
.-onment of the code. ACSEC argued that saection (e) was
notJntended to set up. contllted caa. ptOC8I& whereby patties
~ request the usignment of the unaaigned N11 dialing
codee in subsection (b) even after the commission adopts the
NI•.

AT&T agreed that an telecommunie:ationl providers ahoutd be
allowed to request ..ignment or use of N11aodea. but noted
tMlt any request made to the Commilsion under lubMetion (e)
muat be aubjected to statutory review with public comment and
partfdpation.

•

TM COIfIIhIIIion ....with ... 'oommna of ACSEC regard·
ing U118Cltion (e) of the rute. The commission believes that
any futln requ_ tor aIIigr'Iment of the unllligned N11 dial-
Ing codeI wil be ad«..ed in. rtqUMt for. rute revision.

T.MMt County luggelted deleting .-ection (c) from the rule
to .prohI:IIt ... atlignment of any N11 number for purposes
oth... than _ting.No change was made baed on this
~~,,;, .

AT&T dMId flat It oppoIed~ Cd) of the rule to the
.......,.qrtly th. IlEC would beatlowed tD use N1' dialing
codie fck"MmiJ purpo... AT&T argued that new entrants
should be entitled tD use the same or comparable N11 codes
far inIIrnII· purpoMIi. -In ORWto achieve c:onsiIMncy with the
NANP Md let local uchange contpetlol's, as wen as incumbent
Ioc:8l exdtange companies, utilize N11 codes on an &qual basis,
the commission amends subsection (d) of the rule to allow
crUs tD use N11 dialing codes for internal business and testing
purposea.

ACSEC recommended .that the commission clarify that tele­
phone companies would be able to use unassigned N11 dialing

. codes for 911 purposes, such as for a 911 system cutover.
The c:om~on agrees and mak. the necessary clarification
to sut.ec:Iion (d) of the rule.

AI comments, inc:luding those not apeclr1C8l1y referenced
herein, were funy considered by the Commission.

The new section is adopted under Texes CivH Statutes, Article
1446-0, §1.101 •which provides the Public Utility Commission of
Texas witt:l the authority to make and enforce rules reasonably
required in the exercise of its powers and jurisdiction; and
13.051, which provides that the public interllt requires that
new rule, policies, and princip4et be formulated and applied to
protect the public interest and to provide equat opportunity to
all telecommunications utillti. in a competitive marketplace.

Cross Index to Statutes: Texas Civil Statutes, Article 1446­
o and f3.051(a)·Public Utility Regulatory Act of 1995. 14th
Legislative, Regular Session 1995.

§23.98. Abbreviared Dialing Codes.

<I) TIle following abbreviated dialing codes may be used in
Texas:

(1) 411

(AJ ~ Assilta8Ce .'
i:~r;:·:.. . ' ',",:;.,-:

iI.{. ,;~~., :'-(1) DiNctoty A...lInCO c.n-completioe

I, ,r: b~ 611. Repair Service

(3) 811· Business Office

(4) 911· Bmergency service

(b) The following NIl dialing codes are not assigned for use
ill Texas:

(1) 211

(2) 311

(3) 511

(4) 711

ADOPTED RULES Sepumber 3, 1996 21 TexReg 8503



(c) A certified tele<:ommunicaPonl utility (CI'U) wiI:biD die
State of Texas may assian or ute Nil dialin, codes only as cIireded
by !be commission.

(d) An unassianed Nil dia.Iin, code may be uIeCl by a cru
for WllrDa1 business and teatin, purposea such as iDapector riD,,**,
line opuer. dual tone multifrequency teatina (DTMP Teat). automatic:
IUDIlller announcement. and 911 system cutover.

(e) The followin, limitations apply to a cru's ute of Nil
dillin, codes for internal business and testina purposes:

(1) use may not interfere with the Ulipment of such
numbers by the FCC and the NANP; and

(2) use of an NIl ctialin, code must be diIcootinued OIl
shon natice if the number is reusi&ned OIl a stateWide or DItionwide
bail.

ThiI agency hereby certifill that th. adoption tiM bien ....
viewed by legal counlel and found to be • vaAd exen:iH of Ihe
1IgII1Cy'11ega1 authority.

IIIued in Austin, Texas, on 22,1996.

TRP-9812298,.. .......
s...."'y 01 the Commission
N:lIc UMy CommisliCln 01 Texas
Etfdwie date: Septetmer 12, 1996
~ pubrlC8lion dale: May 5, 1996
For b1her information, please call: (512) 458-0100

• • •
TITLE 19. EDUCATION

Part I. Texas Higher Education Coordi­
nating Board

Chapter 21. Student Services

Subchapter A. General ProvisioQ§,.,
19TAC 121.5
The T... Higher Education CoafttiNdIng eo.cs ...
~ to 121.5 COrIC*nlng GenIrIII ProvfIiona (Refund
01 Tuilon and Fe. at Public CommunllyAAriclr Md TIGhe_
CoIIgM) without ctw1geI to th. pmpoIId _ • pubIiIhed
in ... June 21, ,1996, iltue of the r_ "..,., (21TaAeg
5854). Th... amendmintl ..... flied Sec:iI.-y of
SIIlII on Febru.-y 16, 1998 and the publk dill ..
to be February 27, 1996. Howwer, tt 1drMnII were
not published in that issue of the r RegiMer. IICIIMId-
uIed. The changtI 10 rul.. HtatlIiIhed • r.u.d poley tor
a.ue lea than I""eater length and for contin\ing ,dueldlon
COUfHI. The changeI were made to corr.c:t tor UMqUII Ntund
poIcieI between drope and wtthdr.... and make chiIngM
Ihe ldmisIiona otficerl believ. will help in ,__nlng Itudenta.
Th. charIges allow th. sd'looll 10 uti ..... rul.. fIIIhIr than
.... refund policy rul...

No comments were received regarding adoplIon of ....~
ment.

The amll'ldmtnt iI IdoI*d under Te.. Education Code,
154.212 IIId 1130.008 which providtIth. T... High.,. Ed·
ucation Coordna\ing eo.d with the authorlly to adopt rul..
COrIC*nlng GInn Prov.iIionI (ReM1d of Tuition and Fe.. at
PubHc CommunitylJunior and Technical CoIIegea).

ThiI agency hereby Cer1ifill that the adoption hu been re·
view«I ~ ... oounHI IIMf found 10 be within the agency's
... authorIIy to adapt.

IIaued In AuIIIn, Te.. on August 22, 1996.

TRD-9812388
.... McWhorIIi
AIIiIMIt CommiIIial. lor Adn*1IItIdJn
Te,. HigNr EdlICllion CoorcINtina Bon
e...,. dIle:~ 13,1.
PrapoIaI pubIicIIion dIle: June 21, 1996
For further iutannlltion, Pe:ase C81: (512) 483-6180

• • •
TITLE 22. EXAMINING BOARDS.
Part XXIX. Texas Board of Professional
Land Surveying .

Chapter 661. General Rules of Procedures and
Practices

Applications, Examinations, and Licensing

12 TAC 1661.45

The Texu Boerd of Prof..ionaJ Land Surveying adopIa an
arnendrntnt to 1861.45 conceming examinationI. The amend·
ment clearly defln.. what action might be liken if an applicant
compromll.. "- confidentiality of th. examination. The ad0p­
tion II with chMgII to the proposec:I text .. published in the
March 22,1996, _ue ofth, Texas Register(21 TexReg 2355).

No comments were received regarding adoption of the amend­
ment.

The amendment II adopted under ArtlcIe 5282c, 19, V.T.e.S.•
which providea the Te..Bo8rd of ProfIMional Land Surveying
with ... authortty to make and enforce d reasonable IIMf
MCIIUIY rul..,~ and~ not inconIiItent with
fie T... ConItiIuIon. fie IawI of thlIltllta and thiI Act.
1661.45. ExfJInUlaliOllS.

(a)-(e) (No cbanae.)

(f) The COIllents of aU examination materials are confidential.
Ally rqistrant andJor applk:ant who likes an action with the intent
10 ~romise the c:onddentiality of the examination is subject to
dIIciplinary sanction, administrative penalties, or both. In assessin,
an appropriate penalty or sanction. the Board may:

(1) impose the penalties and sanctions set out in Teus
Reviled Civil Statutes article 5282<:;

(2) disqualifying the applicant from laking future exami­
nations for a period of three yean

(
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